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DEPARTMENT, PROGRAMS AND FUNDING—Continued

[Number of programs in parentheses]

Department Federal dollars

Department of Housing and Urban Development (9) .......
Department of Interior (27) ... .
Department of Justice (21) .....
Department of the Treasury (1) ...
Department of Labor (21) .......
Department of Transportation
Department of Veterans' Affairs (6)
Environmental Protection Agency (4)
Federal Emergency Management Adm
General Services Administration (1) .
Government Printing Office (2) ........
Harry Truman Scholarship Foundation (1) ..
James Madison Memorial Fellowship Program (1)
Library of CONgress (5) ..........everscreesssnssicsences
National Aeronautics and Space Administration (1
National Archives (2)
National Institute for Literacy (1) ...
National Council on Disability (1) ....
National Endowment for the Arts/Humanities (13)
National Science Foundation (15) ...
Nuclear Regulatory Commissi )
National Gallery of Art (1) ......
Office of Personnel M
Small Business Administration (2) ..
Smithsonian (14)
Social Security Administration (1) .........ccooooeerreveeiinscennenns
State Department (1)
United States Information Agency (8) ...
United States Institute for Peace (4) ....
United States Department of Agriculture
U.S. Agency for International Development (1)
Total number of programs (788).

81,800,000
555,565,000
755,447,149

11,000,000

5,474,039,000
121,672,000
1,436,074,000

11,103,800
118,512,000

0
24,756,000
3,187,000
2,000,000
194,822,103
153,300,000
5,000,000
4,491,000
200,000
103,219,000
2,939,230,000
6,944,000
750,000

0

73,540,000
3,276,000
85,700,000
0

125,558,000
3,371,000
13,339,630,410
14,600,000

Total funding 96,869,343,420

Mr. NICKLES. I thank my colleague.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. DORGAN. Mr. President, on
Thursday evening, March 4 and Friday,
March 5, I was necessarily absent be-
cause of several long-standing commit-
ments in Bismarck. It was important
that I be in North Dakota for a con-
ference I cosponsored, Women’s Health-
Women’s Lives, to join Secretary of
Energy Richardson for meetings on a
range of energy issues, and for a meet-
ing with the Governor and other state
leaders about the state’s water re-
sources.

Had I been present for rollcall vote
No. 32, to table the Jeffords amend-
ment to S. 280, the Ed-Flex legislation,
I would have voted ‘‘nay.” On rollcall
vote No. 33, to table the Gramm
amendment to prohibit implementa-
tion of the “Know Your Customer”
banking regulations, I would have
voted ‘‘nay’ had I been present.

Mr. ROCKEFELLER. Mr. President,
on Tuesday, March 9, 1999, I missed the
second cloture vote on S. 280, the Edu-
cation Flexibility Act.

I fully intended to be in the chamber
for the vote yesterday, and had I been
there I would have voted against clo-
ture. While I support the concept of
flexibility for education, I also believe
that Democrats deserve right to offer
education amendments on key prior-
ities such as reducing class-size, pro-
viding after-school care, addressing the
concern of crumbling schools, and a
few other major priorities.

Senate Democrats have offered in
good faith to accept time agreements
and limited debates on our education
priorities.

It is disappointing that instead of
voting on education priorities for
American students, teachers, and par-
ents, we are debating procedural mo-
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tions and closure petitions. Instead of
using the time wisely to discuss the
major education issues facing our
schools, we are facing gridlock on pro-
cedure. That is not what the American
people sent us to the Senate to do. We
are willing to have our debate and cast
our votes to reduce class sizes, to fix
crumbling schools and to provide after-
school care for children that need it to
learn and be safe while parents work. If
our Democratic amendments prevail,
we strengthen the Education Flexi-
bility Act and help schools. If our
amendments do not get a majority,
then we had the opportunity to debate
and we can move forward on the under-
lying bipartisan legislation.

I wish I had been here on Tuesday to
participate. TUnfortunately, I got
trapped in Charleston, West Virginia
when the Ronald Reagan National Air-
port closed at 11 a.m. on March 9, 1999
due to the snow storm in Washington,
DC. I had been in Charleston, West Vir-
ginia to vote in the mayoral election
and to participate in the United Air-
lines announcement of two Mileage
Plus Service Centers in my state which
will create 600 new jobs. The new cen-
ters will be located in Charleston and
Huntington. This is exciting news for
my state, and I have been in touch
with officials for months about this
economic opportunity. At the time, I
felt that I could personally vote in the
local election, attend this exciting an-
nouncement and return in plenty of
time for the 2:45 vote on the Senate
floor. Due to the snow storm, I missed
the vote.

MORNING BUSINESS

Mr. JEFFORDS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate
now proceed to a period of morning
business with Members permitted to
speak for up to 10 minutes each.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

THE EDUCATION FLEXIBILITY
PARTNERSHIP ACT

Mr. JEFFORDS. Mr. President, I will
use a little of the morning business
time myself to just bring everyone up
to date as to where we are at this
point. This concludes the debate time
for today. Tomorrow there will be, I be-
lieve, 1 hour evenly divided for Mem-
bers to talk on the amendment process.

The purpose of that time will be to
try to make sure everybody under-
stands the amendments, because we
have a number of amendments. They
seem low in number—there are about
eight or nine amendments—but some of
those are complicated by combinations
of amendments. So I urge all of our
Members to make sure that they un-
derstand the amendments.

Because this is an important piece of
legislation, which I want to get
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through, and the leader does also, we
will be using probably a tabling situa-
tion for many of the amendments. I
want to explain why that is. That is be-
cause most of these amendments
should be on the Elementary and Sec-
ondary Education Act reauthorization
which is being worked on at this time.
That is a very important bill. It is a $15
billion bill. It has most of the Federal
programs. And we will be looking at it
very closely to determine whether
there should be a paring down of pro-
grams, how effective the various agen-
cies and departments have been, and
we will be spending the time of delib-
eration to better utilize and to make
sure we can maximize our improve-
ment.

As I said earlier today, the evidence
is very clear that we have made very
little improvement in our schools over
the last 15 years, although we have
been trying. Thus, it is important we
take a close look at the Department of
Education to see that those funds are
being well spent.

———

PREVENTING HEARING LOSS

Mr. DASCHLE. Mr. President, today
I bring to the attention of my col-
leagues an article that recently ap-
peared in The Washington Post, ‘‘Hear-
ing Loss Touches a Younger Genera-
tion.”” This article raises important
issues related to hearing loss and gives
us practical advice for protecting our
hearing.

Hearing loss affects approximately 28
million Americans and is affecting
more of us at younger ages. Hearing
difficulties among those ages 45 to 64
increased 26 percent between 1971 and
1990, while those between ages 18 and 44
experienced a 17 percent increase.

About one third of the cases of hear-
ing loss are caused, at least in part, by
extreme or consistent exposure to high
decibel noises. While the Environ-
mental Protection Agency has worked
to decrease our exposure to loud noises
at work, many Americans now face
threats to optimal hearing during their
leisure hours from loud music, lawn
mowers and outdoor equipment, auto-
mobiles, airplanes and other sources.
Too many Americans simply are not
aware of the devastating impact loud
sounds can have on their hearing.

At the encouragement of the Senate
Appropriations Committee, the Na-
tional Institute on Deafness and Other
Communication Disorders (NIDCD) is
leading a collaborative effort with the
National Institute on Occupational
Safety and Health (NIOSH) and the Na-
tional Institute on Environmental
Health Sciences (NIEHS) to help im-
prove awareness about noise-induced
hearing loss. It is my hope that this ef-
fort ultimately will help reverse the
trend toward increasing noise-induced
hearing loss.
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